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DETAILED ACTION 



1 . This action is responsive to communications of amendment received 09/29/2004. 

2. The disposition of the claims is as follows: claims 1-16 are pending in the application. 
Claims 1,11-1 3, 15 and 16 are independent claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

3. The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 12: 

The specification shall contain a written description of the invention, and of the manner and process of making 
and using it, in such full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the art to which it 
pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall set forth the best mode 
contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

4. Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 12, first paragraph, because the specification, while 
being enabling for using absolute values to detect moving information as claimed in element (iii) 
of claim 15 (see Applicant's specification p. 3, Ins. 19-21 and p. 11, Ins. 7-19), does not 
reasonably provide enablement for using absolute values to detect elements (i) or (ii) of claim 1 . 
The specification does not enable any person skilled in the art to which it pertains, or with which 
it is most nearly connected, to make or use the invention commensurate in scope with these 
claims. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
5. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(a) the invention was known or used by others in this country, or patented or described in a printed publication in this 
or a foreign country, before the invention thereof by the applicant for a patent. 

6. Claims 1,9-12, 15 and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being disclosed by 

Rosser, (US Patent Number 6,446,261 Bl). 

A. Rosser discloses claim 1, "A system comprising: 

a display information-generating device for generating display information [col. 5, Ins. 7-20], 
a display apparatus having a display screen for displaying the display information [col. 5, Ins. 13- 
20], detection means for detecting whether at least one of the following criteria is fulfilled 
for display information being displayed in a portion of the display screens [col. 5, Ins. 7-13 and 
44-48; wherein viewer usage monitor and triggers both inherently correspond to detection 
means]; 

(i) an application is one of a group of applications indicating that non-synthetic 
information is displayed, in which the application is not a picture viewer [col. 5, Ins. 21-24, 
wherein 'picture in a picture' corresponds to "non-synthetic information" and "display 
information being displayed in a portion of the display screens"], 

(ii) an extension of a file is one of a group of extensions indicating that non- 
synthetic information is displayed [not disclosed by Rosser, but then this is not required since 
"whether at least one of the following criteria is fulfilled" is the requirement. (Emphases added) 
However, just to note, Berger et al., US 6,414,693 Bl does disclose element (ii)], and 
enhancement means for enhancing the display information being displayed in said portion of the 
display screen if at least one of the criteria (i) and (ii) is true [col. 5, Ins. 24-30, wherein 
'magnifyable' corresponds to "enhancement means" as detailed on p. 3 of specification as 
"drawing attention to the area"]" as [detailed]. 
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B. Per independent claims 11,15 and 16, these are directed to a method, system and method, 
respectively, for the system of independent claim 1, and therefore are rejected to independent 
claim 1 . Wherein "moving information is displayed " is not required to be disclosed since only 
"at least one of the following criteria is fulfilled" is the requirement. 

C. Rosser discloses claim 9, "The system as claimed in claim 1, wherein the detection 
means are adapted to supply a control signal to automatically activate the enhancing by the 
enhancement means [col. 5, Ins. 13-25, wherein the condition of (i) is already asserted since the 
data is video] if the detection means detects in the part of the display information that at least one 
of the criteria (i) and (ii) is true" supra and as [detailed]. 

D. Rosser discloses claim 10, "The system as claimed in claim 9, wherein the system further 
comprises input means for receiving user input to supply user information indicating whether the 
part of the display information should be enhanced or not [col. 5, Ins. 25-30 at '(for people who 
wanted to examine some detail of the video) and even rotatable (for people who may want to lie 
down and have the video on its side as well)'], and a control means receiving the control signal 
from the detection means and the user information to supply an adapted control signal to activate 
or deactivate the enhancing in correspondence with the user input, independent of the automatic 
detection by the detection means [col. 5, Ins 25-30 at 'The warping necessary for the 
downstream, slave LVIS system, could be used to make one or more of these windows re- 
sizable, magnifyable'] supra for claim 10 and as [detailed]. 

E. Rosser discloses claim 12, "A computer supplying display information for use in a 
display apparatus with a display screen, the computer comprising: 
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detection means for detecting whether at least one of the following criteria is fulfilled for display 
information being displayed in a portion of the display screen [col. 5, Ins. 7-13 and 44-48; 
wherein viewer usage monitor and triggers both inherently correspond to detection means]: 

(i) an application is one of a group of applications indicating that non-synthetic information 
is displayed [col. 5, Ins. 7-20], in which the application is not a picture viewer [col. 5, Ins. 21-24, 
wherein 'picture in a picture' corresponds to "non-synthetic information" and "display 
information being displayed in a portion of the display screens"], 

(ii) an extension of a file is one of a group of extensions indicating that non-synthetic 
information is displayed [not disclosed by Rosser, but then this is not required since 
"whether at least one of the following criteria is fulfilled" is the requirement. (Emphases added) 
However, just to note, Berger et al., US 6,414,693 Bl does disclose element (ii)], and 

means for only providing coordinates for use in the display apparatus [inherent in Rosse for 
picture in a picture] if at least one of the criteria (i) [col. 5, Ins. 13-25, wherein the condition of 
(i) is already asserted since the data is video] and (ii) is true, the coordinates defining said portion 
of the display screen" as [detailed]. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
7. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 
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8. Claims 2-4 and 7 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosse as 
applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Berger et al., (US 6,414,693 Bl), hereinafter 
Berger. 

A. Rosse discloses claim 2, "The system as claimed in claim 1, wherein the display 
information-generating device comprises a computer, the detection means being part of the 
computer and comprising a suitably programmed microprocessor for detecting whether an 
application is started on the computer, and for determining whether the application started is one 
of the group of applications, and/or whether the extension of the file associated with the 
application is one of the group of extensions, and/or whether moving information is displayed" 
Supra for claim 1 . However, Rosse does not appear to disclose "wherein the display information- 
generating device comprises a computer [Berger, col 3, Ins. 8-30; col. 6, In. 67 - col. 7, In. 7], 
the detection means being part of the computer and comprising a suitably programmed 
microprocessor for detecting whether an application is started on the computer [Berger, col. 6, 
Ins. 48-66, also it is inherent of computers to have programmed microprocessor and task 
managers indicative of application start and duration times], and for determining whether the 
application started is one of the group of applications [Berger, JPEG (jpeg)], and/or whether the 
extension of the file associated with the application is one of the group of extensions [not 
required to be disclosed, since the conjunction is "and/or"], and/or whether moving information 
is displayed [not required to be disclosed, since the conjunction is "and/or"]", but Berger does as 
[detailed]. 

(Examiner's note: perhaps the Applicant means "both and/or".) 
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Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the picture in a picture disclosed by Rosser in combination with the 
computer disclosed by Berger, and motivated to combine the teachings because it would provide 
advanced file serving capabilities as revealed by Berger in col. 3, lines 31-35. 

B. Rosse and Berger discloses claim 3, "The system as claimed in claim 2, wherein the part 
of the display information is an active window [picture in a picture], and the detection means 
[col. 5, Ins. 7-13 and 44-48; wherein viewer usage monitor and triggers both inherently 
correspond to detection means] are suitably programmed to detect whether a window is opened 
to determine the application associated with the opened window [Rosser, col. 5, Ins. 13-25] 
and/or the file extension of the file being displayed in the window from information linked to the 
window [not required to be disclosed, since the conjunction is "and/or"]" as [detailed]. 
(Examiner's note: perhaps the Applicant means "both and/or".) 

C. Rosse and Berger discloses claim 4, "The system as claimed in claim 1, wherein the 
detection means comprise; 

a memory for storing the part or a portion of the part of the display information as first data at a 
first instant, and means for comparing the first data with second data corresponding to the part or 
a portion of the part of the display information at a second, later, instant, to indicate whether a 
difference between the stored display information and the corresponding display information at 
the second instant exceeds a limit value [Rosser, col. 5, Ins. 31-48]. 

D. Rosse and Berger discloses claim 7, "The system as claimed in claim 4, wherein the 
detection means comprise a suitably programmed microprocessor" as detailed supra for claim 4 
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and furthermore by Berger in col. 3, Ins. 8-30. Wherein client's microcomputer inherently use 
"programmed microprocessor" and task managers for application detection and management. 

9. Claim 6 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosse as applied to 
claim 1 above, further in view of Berger et al., (US 6,414,693 Bl), hereinafter Berger, and 
further in view of Official Notice. 

A. Rosse and Berger discloses claim 6, "The system as claimed in claim 4, wherein the 
memory is the video memory of the video adapter of a computer". Although they do not appear 
to explicitly disclose, "wherein the memory is the video memory of the video adapter of a 
computer", Official notice is taken that the art is replete with "wherein the memory is the video 
memory of the video adapter of a computer". 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the picture in a picture disclosed by Rosser in combination with the 
computer disclosed by Berger, and further coupled with video memory of the video adapter 
disclosed by Official Notice and motivated to combine the teachings because it would provide 
advanced file serving capabilities as revealed by Berger in col. 3, lines 31-35. 

10. Claims 8, 13 and 14 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Rosse 
as applied to claim 1 above, and further in view of Sano et al., (US Patent Number 5,258,828), 
hereinafter Sano. 

A. Rosse discloses claim 8, "The system as claimed in claim 1, wherein the information- 
generating device comprises means for supplying coordinates defining the area to the display 
apparatus [inherent in Rosse for picture in a picture], the display apparatus comprises the 
detection means which comprise: 
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an integrator for determining an intensity value of a line or a sum of lines in the area, 

a sample-and-hold means for storing the determined intensity value at a first instant, 

and a comparator for comparing the stored intensity value with a further intensity value of 

a line or a sum of lines in the area at a later instant to supply a control signal, indicating whether 

a difference between the stored intensity value and the further intensity value exceeds a limit 

value." 

However, Rosse does not appear to disclose, "wherein the display apparatus comprises 
the detection means which comprise: 

an integrator for determining an intensity value of a line or a sum of lines in the area [Sano - col. 
16, Ins. 39-52, wherein 'voltage of the brightness control terminal 61 (or d.c. voltage 
corresponding to this voltage) is added' corresponds to "integrator for determining an intensity 
value of a line or a sum of lines in the area"], 

a sample-and-hold means for storing the determined intensity value at a first instant [Sano - col. 
16, Ins. 39-52, wherein 'via the sample and hold circuits 60R, 60G and 60B' corresponds to 
"sample-and-hold means"], 

and a comparator for comparing the stored intensity value with a further intensity value of 
a line or a sum of lines in the area at a later instant to supply a control signal [Sano - col. 16, Ins. 
39-52, at: Alternatively, the comparator may be connected with only one primary color signal 
circuit to apply the brightness control signal to the input terminal of the comparator . In the latter 
case, the output of the sample and hold circuit at the post stage thereof is commonly used in each 
primary color circuit and is added to each primary color signal], indicating whether a difference 
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between the stored intensity value and the further intensity value exceeds a limit value [Sano - 
col. 18, Ins. 56-61]", but Sano does as [detailed]. 

Therefore it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to apply the picture in a picture disclosed by Rosser in combination with the 
adding, sample-and-hold, comparator and peak value disclosed by Sano, and motivated to 
combine the teachings because it would 'achieve an automatic white balance adjustment for 
display 5 as disclosed by Sano in col. 3, Ins. 26-27. 

B. Rosse and Sano discloses claim 13, "A display apparatus for displaying display 
information on a display screen, the display apparatus comprising detection means for deciding 
whether only a part of the display information corresponding to an area on the display screen has 
to be enhanced based on a difference value computed between data words corresponding to the 
area of the display screen to be enhanced at a first instant in time and at a second instant in time 
[disclosed in claim 1 supra, and inherent wherein Rosser 5 s "smart 55 TV, set-top device, writable 
digital video disks and high capacity, random access memory use digital technology with data 
words, wherein picture in a picture inherently defines picture window address coordinates via 
data words], the detection means comprising: 

an integrator for determining an intensity value of a line or a sum of lines in the area, 

sample-and-hold means for storing the determined intensity value at a first instant, 

and a comparator for comparing the stored intensity value with a further intensity value of 

a line or a sum of lines in the area at a later instant to supply a control signal, indicating whether 

the difference value between the stored intensity value and the further intensity value exceeds a 
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limit value so that only said part of the display information is enhanced [disclosed supra for 
claim 8]" 

C. Rosse and Sano discloses claim 14, "A display apparatus as claimed in claim 13, wherein 
the display apparatus comprises means for receiving information defining the position of the 
area" supra for claim 13. 

Response to Arguments 

1 1 . Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-16 have been considered but are moot in 
view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Conclusion 

12. Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS from the date of this 
final action. 
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Responses 



13. Responses to this action should be mailed to: Commissioner of Patents and Trademarks, 
Washington, D.C. 20231. If applicant desires to fax a response, (703) 872-9306 may be used for 
formal communications. 

Hand-delivered responses should be brought to Crystal Park II, 2121 Crystal Drive, 
Arlington, VA., Sixth Floor (Receptionist). 

Inquiries 

14. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Greg Cunningham whose telephone number is (703) 308-6109. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Matthew Bella, can be reached on (703) 308-6829. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 305-4700. 




gfc 




January 10, 2005 



MATTHEW C. BELLA 
SUPERVISORY PATENT EXAMINE 
TECHNOLOGY CENTER 260* 



